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Others do not quite agree with the above view.
They hold that if perception be due to manifested touch,
then lustre {prabha) would become non-perceptible;

and in that case, when a bird is flying in the sky at
the perception of the colour of lustre, there would not
be the cognition of its conjunction and disjunction.
We cannot say that the conjunction and disjunction are
inferred from the non-perception of the previous point
in space {defa) and the perception of the consequent
point in space; for, defa being mdnasika its cognition
will take place from upamtabhdna. Hence, the manifes-
tation of colour itself is the cause of direct perception.
This being absent in air, it is non-perceptible.

Others hold that if manifested colour be the cause
of perception, then the lustre and the bilious substance
of the eyes also would be perceptible. If this be accepted
as favourable, then the cognition of number etc. belong-
ing to air will have to be accepted as perceptible, which
is not desired. Similarly, if manifested colour be held
to be the cause of perception, then the heat of the
summer and the rest, being vydpya of the perceptible
number etc., will have to be accepted as perceptible;

so that, it is assumed that both colour and touch are
the causes of perception. Hence, in the absence of
colour, air is non-perceptible27. Gange^a Upadhyaya
adds that both are necessary in every case of perception
through external sense-organs28.

It is held that even in the case of perception through
the tactile organ the presence of manifested colour is
essential. It is due to this that lustre {prabha\ even air,
etc., are not perceived through it29. But is it possible?
For, if we do not get the cognition of air through the
tactile organ, how can even the inference of it be pos-

27 Seta., pp. 264-67.

28 CM., Pratyaksa pp. 730-38; Nyayakaustubha, pp. 103-110;

Jalada of Bhaglratha, Ms. Pol. 36b.

29 PRM., Ms. Pol. 7b.